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ARCHDEACONRY of WINCHESTER. 
Being a Vindication of the Petition pre- 
tented the laſt Seſſions of Parliament to 
the Legiſlature, for the Removal 6f Sub- 
ſcription to human Formularies of religious 
; Faith and Doctrine, from the Miſrepre- 
ſentations of Dr. Balguy, in a late Charge 

to the Clergy of his Archdeaconry. 


In which alſo the Queſtion, © Whether Subſcrip- 
« tion to the 39 Articles of the Church ef 
% England be conſtitutionally required of * the 
« Clergy,” is occaſfonaliy diſcuſſed. 


By BENJAMIN DAWSON, L.L.D. 
Rector of BURG in SUFFOLK. 
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Sold by T. Cadell, in the Strand; J. Wilkie, St. Paul's 
Church Yard ; and E. and C. Dilly, in the Poultry. 
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M. cc. LXXIII. 
[Price One Shilling and Six-Pence.} 
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ISHOP WARBURTON, as the means for 
reſtoring the UNITY OF THE SPIRIT, 
recommends the retrenching all unneceſſary 
Articles, to which the animoſity of par- 
ties, the Superſtition of barbarous ages, and 
even the negligence of time, have given an 
1maginary importance, and by reducing the 
Formula of faith to the primitive Simpli- 
city: leaving all diſputable points, together 
with ſuch other, as no party deems ne- 
ceſſary, to the free deciſion of every man's 
private judgement: whereby the terms of 
CHURCH COMMUNION will be made as 
wide as is conſiſtent with the welfare and 


good government of a SOCIETY. 


Sermon on Church-Communion, Vol. II. 


Pave 5. line 
18. I 
33. lit 
38. Ut 


1 * 1 4 
page 3. line 18. for enormous, read erronious. 


18. line 8. for truſt, read truth. 
33. line 11. for ſentimeuts, read ſentiments, 


38. line 14. for unformly, read uniformly. 
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ARCHDEACONRY of WINCHESTER: 


GENTLEMEN, 


IE oppoſers of a reform of our Eccle- 
ſiaſtice! eftabliſfhment, as propoſed in the 


Conſeſional, have all proceeded in their 


arguments upon a principle which would 


juſtify the eſtabliſhment of Popery, or of 
any religion whatſoever hut the Proteſtant. 


None of them, however, ſave one, have hi- 
therto avowed the principle. One only ex- 
cepted, they have either had the modeſty 
to diſguiſe it; orſhewn ſo much zeal againſt 
it as to be offended at the imputation ; or 
they have had the decency and diſcretion, 
to retire on detection. One only 1s not a- 
ſhamed—Ore only is not afraid One alone 
thinks it not diſcreditable nor unſafe, (ſuch 
ire the times!) to re-enter unmaſked the 
age of debate. Dr. BAL G vx ſtands ſin- 
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gle in openly denying the uſe of reaſon in 


religion to the bulk of mankind. Dr. Bar- 
Guy ſtands fingle, as yet, in declaring to 
the world, that he means to defend Popery. 


Am I under a miſtake, Gentlemen? — 
am I uncandid, and ſeek an unfair occa- 
fion to impeach the honour of your Arch- 
deacon ?— You, who heard him, will ac- 
quit me : All, who have ſeen the Charge, 
muſt acquit me: And to the reſt the Arch- 
deacon himſelf ſhall acquit me. — © If it 
« ſhould be thought that I am here offer- 
e ing a defence of Popery, it would only 
ebe too candid an interpretation. I mean 
te to defend not Popery only, but Paganiſm 
« itſelf. I mean to defend every eſtabliſhed 


ie religion under heaven.” 


The cafe is moſt clear. The Writer 
himſelf being judge, I am not uncandid. 
I wiſh the caſe was not fo clear in my fa- 
vour. I with there had been ſome room 
left for my readers to ſuſpect me to be 


under a miſtake ; nay, room to think me 
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wanting in candour. Willingly would I 
forfeit ſomething of my reputation with the 
public (and no man values it more) in hat 
article, if it would fave the honour of your 
Archdeacon here. Becauſe his honour is, 
in this caſe, more immediately connected 
with the credit of our Religious eſtabliſh= 
ment, and indeed of Chriſtianity itſelf. 
For what will be thought of a religion, 
to vindicate which recourſe 1s ſeriouſly and 
avowedly had to thoſe principles and ma- 
xims of the Church of Rome, on which ſhe 
founds her enormous claims, and conducts 
her tyranny over the conſciences of men ? 


Well then, Gentlemen, this matter being 
ſettled beyond a doubt, What, you may de- 
mand, is my buſineſs with you As it only 
to entertain you with an invective againſt 
your Archdeacon ?—No, Gentlemen; And, 
I truſt, what has been ſaid, being admitted 
by himſelf as only 20 candid an interpre- 
tation of his meaning, cannot deſerve that 
name: Nor is it to inſult him either on 
the infirmity of his reaſoning, or on the 
B 2 diſre- 


4 1 
diſreputable light in which he ſuffers him- 
ſelf to be viewed. 
for the honour and intereſt of cur Pro- 


Under a real concern 


teſtant eſtabliſhment, ſo daringly diſcre- 


dited by the Charge, I wait upon you, 


Gentlemen, with my withes to diſſuade 
you from engaging, at the call of your 
Archdeacon, in an oppoſition to the plain 
principles of the Reformation from Popery, 
I wiſh you to be ſenſible of the importance 
of invariably adhering to thoſe principles, 
an early declenſion from which opened the 
way again to encroachments on our Chri- 
ſtian priviledges: And I mean to invite 
you to concur with thoſe of your brethren 
who are aſſociated for the purpole of re- 
gaining thoſe priviledges in the full extent 
they were aſſerted at the Reformation. 
Shall I be too free with you, Gentlemen, 
in adding, that I wiſh you to conſider the 
contribution of your aſſiſtance in this cauſe 
as your duty, a duty become ſuch by the 
times, and your Archdeacon's preſumption 
upon them, when the maxims of the Ro- 


miſe church begin to be diſſeminated openiy 
among 
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among his Majeſty's ſubjects. In this con- 
currence you will at leaſt conſult your own 
honour as Proteſtant clergymen, and the 
honour as well as the ſupport of that Reli- 
gious eſtabliſhment to which you belong. 
For you may perceive from the whole 
conduct of the controverſy on the ſubject 
of ſubſcription, more eſpecially, ſince its 
revival upon the appearance of the Con- 
feſional, how impelſible it is, in an oppo- 
ſition to ſuch deſign, to keep the argu- 
ment clear of Pop principles; and from 
the unhappy inſtance before us you may 
perceive, how diſficult it is any longer to 
ſupport the character of con/iftency and ſin- 
cerity, without an avowed recourſe to the 
ſame. | 


But, palpably enormous and even fatal 
to all true religion as the principles, on 
which he has reaſoned are, if his objec- 
tions to a Reformation on the plan of the 
Petition lately preſented to Parliament for 
relief in the matter of Subſcription, may 
be thought to have ſome weight, I will 
under- 
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1 
undertake to ſhew, that every thing he has 
ſaid in diſparagement of the Petition {a} 
is either mere aſper/ion, (for which you 
muſt allow him deſerving of cenſure) or 


proceeds from the groſſeſt miſconception of 


its nature, (which alſo, on a ſubject ſo 
plain and made ſo public, is his own 
fault) or that it reſts on ſuch reaſonings as, 
(if we muſt pity and not blame the' man 
for his infirmity in that reſpe&,) muſt diſ- 
credit the underſtandings of thoſe, who 
can be impoſed upon by it. 


The Charge ſets out with calling the 
late attempt to obtain a repeal of the law 
which requires Subſcription to Human forms 
of religious faith, * an attack on our Ec- 
e clefiaitical eſtabliſhment.” At is an eaſy 
matter to give bad names, and a very common 
practice to treat in this manner every pro- 
poſal, which has nothing but its own rea- 


(a) Confining my remarks, however, to the fit 
fifteen pages of the Charge, the remainder of it te- 
ferring, for the ſentiments of what he terms the Part, 
to a printed paper unauthorized by the Petitioners. 


ſon- 
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' ſonableneſs, however certain that be, to 
ſupport it againſt bigotted attachments and 
many worldly confiderations. Whether 
the preſent Propoſal deſerves the name 


here given it, or not, the Namer is cer- 


tainly to be blamed; becauſe in uſing ſuch 
language previouſly to the diſcuſſion of the 
point in queſtion, {5} he meanly appeals 
to vulgar prejudice, and hopes to find 
advantage in mere abuſe. 


To the ſame account, Gentlemen, muſt 
be placed his naming us your adverſaries, 
making you of his party, and ſuggeſting 
that we are adverſaries of the Church, 
though we only oppoſe, or rather defend 
ourſelves againſt /uch churchmen as him- 
ſelf. But all ſuch invidious terms from 
your Archdeacon are ſuited only to low and 
illiberal minds; and it is not, in my ap- 
prehenſion, very decent and reſpectful to 


- 


2 (5) Dr. Balguy undertakes to make a fair and im- 

ft partial enquiry, whether reaſon be for or againſt, 

e Z the impoſers of Subſcription. But is it fair and im- 
partial to ſet out in ſuch an illiberal train ? 


try 


"I T3 
try their effect upon 7hoſe, who may ex- 
pect to be addreſſed as gentlemen, and as 
literate men above being influenced by 


ſuch vulgar ſuggeſtions. 


Adverſaries of the Church, however, 
he with great reaſon bas ſtyled us, if 
what is next inſinuated againſt us have 
any juſt foundation, viz. * that we may 
* ſatisfy ourſelves whether truth and rea- 
* ſon be with us, or againſt us, when we 
* demand ſubſcription to articles of Re- 
* gion. —Here he would inſinuate that 
we gue/izon the [truth and] reaſonableneſs 
of demanding ſubſcription to any articles 
of Religion, But it is doing us great 
wrong, to give this turn to our Deſign; 
ſeeing it is not a ſubſcription to articles of 
religion we object to, but only a ſubſcrip- 
tion to ſich articles of religion as are of 


human device and human compoſition. To 
the articles of religion which are ſet forth 
in Holy Scripture we can have no objection 
to ſubſcribe, having profeſſed our belief 


thereof, and left it upon record in the 
Pett- 
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Pelitian itſelf.— That by the free exerciſe 
of our own reaſon and judgement, „we 
% have been brought to, and confirmed in 
« the belief of the Chriſtian religion, as 
& j* 75 contained in the HoLY $CR1P= 
«© TURES. 


To this inſinuation ſucceeds one equal! 


falſe and more invidious — that * our 
aim is not to reform, but to aboliſb the 
national church.” —But that this is not 
our aim, nor can be a conſequence of our 
eſign, is as plain, as any thing can be, 
to every diſintereſted and unprejudiced 
judge of the matter. For the Propoſal 
reſpects only oze particular in our Eccle- 
ſiaſtical eſtabliſhment, viz. Subſcription 
of aſſent to human articles of religious 
faith and doctrine. Now a repeal of the 
Laws enjoining ſuch Subſcription cannot 
endanger, or any way prejudice the 
caurch : Unleſs it be true that the Church 
would reſt lefs ſecurely upon the decrees of 


God himſelf, than upon the determinations 
of Man. 
CT It 
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It is therefore moſt evidently the in- 
provement, not the deſtrudtion, the reforma- 
tion, not the aboliſbment of our preſent 
eſtabliſnment, which is aimed at by the 
Petitioners. And propoſals of this nature 
have ever been conſidered by men not more 
diſtinguiſhed by their ſtations in the 
church, than by their learning, modera- 
tion, and withal their attachment to our 
conſtitution both in Church and ſtate, not 
only as harmleſs, but as worthy of en- 
couragement. 


« To propoſe the amendment,” ſays one 


of theſe ornaments of our church, /c/ © f 


« ſexe particulars in the preſent eſtabliſh- 
« ment, in order to the making it more 
« perfect, is what cannot be well com- 
&« plained of. —And it is no wonder, when 
we conſider the fatal tendency of ſuch 
ſchemes as that offered by your Archdeacon 


in defence of popery, to find this mot 


(c) Hopp, late Bp, of Wincheſter. 


1 
excellent among the Vindicators of Reli- 
gious liberty add —© But to propoſe a 
&« ſcheme, which cannot be admitted, 
«© without the entire deſtruction and total 
« gholition of the whole preſent conſtitu- 
c tion, can end in no good.” For, deny 
the uſe of that reaſon to the bulk of man- 
kind which God has given them, in re- 
ligion; Lock up the Scriptures from the 
common people, on the maxim that they 
* cannot uſe their reaſon on religions ſub- 
« jects,” and you ſtrike at the very root vi 
our Proteſtant eſtabliſhment. : 


Another learned prelate /d of our 
church goes further, and admoniſheth thoſe 
that oppoſe themſelves to ſuch attempts as 


that in which we are engaged, in the follow- 


ing terms —“ Let no one lightly entertain 


« ſuſpicions of any ſerious propoſal for the 
% advancement of religious knowledge; nor 
out of unreaſonable prejudice endeavour 
* to obſtruct any enquiry, that profeſſes 
* to aim at the farther illuſtration of the 


(4) Dr. LowTn, preſent Bp. of Oxford. 
C 2 ce great 
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did at the reformation is not fitting to be 


12 
« great ſcheme of the goſpel in general, 
« or the removal of error in any part, 
& in faith, in doctrine, in practice, or in 


% worſhip.” 


Biſhop Mettenball has obſerved “ He 
that ſhall ſay, that under our preſent 
e ſettlements all that is eſtabliſhed is ab- 
« ſolutely the beſt, and nothing can be 
“ amended, ſays more than our Church 
ce does, and has a difficult proof lies on 
« him.” 


Biſhop Croft in anſwer to thoſe who 
ſuggeſt, that more than our forefathers 


done not, fays—*© Certainly we cannot do 
© our forefathers a greater honour, than 
« to obſerve their rule of reaſon, to con- 
« form to the times: And they are grolly 
c miſtaken, who think it a diſhonour to 
„% them for us to take away what they 
have eſtabliſned, when we keep cloſe to 
« the rcoſen wherefore they did eſtablith 
& it, '—Biſhop Warburicn himſelf has been 
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the ſentiment of Warbur ton, vid. Charge, p. 19. 
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ſo reaſonable as to allow“ that the wi- 
« der the bottom (conſiſtent with the peace 
«« of ſociety, and the being of a Chriſtian 
« church) the wiſer and juiter is that re- 
« ligious inſtitution.” (e 


If it be ſaid, that for the ſupport and 
very being of a National church certain 
ordinances of men are neceſlary, and that 
Subſcription to them is an expedient mode 
of ſecuring obedience to them, it ſhall be 
readily granted; allowing in return, that 
our Deſign is not concerned with the 


church, as a National church, nor in the 


leaſt interferes with any human inſtitu- 
tions which may be thought neceſlary to 
its ſupport, as ſuch, but only as it is a 
Chriſtian and Proteſtant church, and as ſuch, 


confeſſedly ſubject to the authority of Fe/us 
Chriſt alone. 


But we are accuſed of © complaining in 


© general of the articles of the church, 
(e Dr. Balguy himſelf is my authority for this being 


cc and 
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1 
* and expecting relief, not from the im- 
« provement of our preſent articles, but 
« the removal of a//?”— Where, I demand 
of our accuſer, do we make ſuch a com. 
plaint? —In what part of the Petition is 
it to be met with ?— Cite the paſlage 
who can, in which the truth of any one 
religious doctrine contained in the articles 
of the church of England is arraigned. 
Well known indeed it is, that in a certain 
great aſſembly, not incompetent judges 
of this matter, the truth of more than one 
of the 39 was occafionally impeached ; and 
(what is more) the impeachment went 


uncontravened. But the complaint of the 


Petitioners is not of the articles as in general 
containing falſe and erroneous doctrine, 
nor of any one of them on at ſcore, 


but of Subſcription to them, a ſubſcription 


of unfeigned aſſent and conſent to them, 
as agrecable to the word of God, though 
they are drawn up by mere men, liable 
to error and capable of deceit. Nor does 
our Suit for relief in this matter of ſub- 


ſcription extend to all the articles of our 
Church, 
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Church, but to ſuch only as imply a de- 
nial of the Suficiency and Exclufive autho- 
rity of Scripture, as a rule of religious faith 
and doctrine. The complaint made, there- 
fore, is not general. 


And when further your Archdeacon 
tells yon, that * we expect not relief in 
« the improvement of our preſent articles, 
ce but in the removal of au, he tells you 
what 1s not the truth of the caſe. For we 
do not 4% (and how then can we expect 
relief in the removal of a/7. Indeed we alk 
not the removal of ary of the articles, /7/ 
but only the removal of Su5/cription to 

them ; 


/t would not be inconſiſtent with the full grant 
of the Petition, to ſuffer 4 our preſent articles to re- 
main as they are, without the let alteration. The 
aws relating to the Subſcription, or Declaration of 
aſſent to them, might be repealed, and yet the articles 
themſelves continue to be held forth, and recommended. 
by the Church, as a Syſtem of explanatory doctrines, 
tending greatly (if it can be ſo judged) to edification, 
and the furtherance of Scripture knowledge.—Or if, 
for ſecuring the peace of the Church, it ſhould be 
further thought neceſſary to reſtrain Miniſters from 
interpreting Scripture otherwiſe than according to the 

| preſent 


„ 
* 


1 
them; and that, only to fuch of them as 
are above deſcribed Human articles of 
religious faith and doctrine. And this may 
ſhew you what credit is due to him, when 
he goes on to tell you, that we are for 
entring the Church, without Subſcription 
to any human formulary whazſcever. No- 
* thing leſs,” ſays he, will be accepted by 
ce the Petitioners, than an admiſſion into 
e the miniſtry and the preferments of the 
te church, without ſubſcription to any hu- 
& man formulary whatſoever.” But the 
objection of the Petitioners is not againſt 
a Subſcription to human formularies in 
general, but only (how often ſhall we re- 
peat it?) to human formularies of religious 


faith and doctrine. How greatly, Gentle- 


men, have you been impoſed upon by your 
Archdeacon, if you have meaſured our 
Deſign upon his Scale 


preſent Syſtem, this may be provided for, both more 
equitably and more effectually, by other laws, than tho 
which lay a reſtraint upon the judgment and conſciences 


of men. 


After 


L 
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After this ſtring of falſe and abuſive 
repreſentations, which the reader will find 
in the two firſt paragraphs of the Charge, 
we are preſented with a ſtate of the que- 


ſtion between us and our opponents, as 
follows“ They who underſtand the na- 


« ture of their own Petition, will readily 


agree with me, that the queſtion be- 
o *& tween us amounts only to this; Whe- 
e i ; Ather it be fit for government to employ 


© and reward equally the miniſters of a// 


*  < religions; or to ſupport one religion only, 

4 aand tolerate the reſt,” g/ 

in 

N This ſtate of the Queſtion, he would 

| have you believe, riſes obviouſly out of 

8 the nature of the Petition. Now, as to the 

- ature of the Petition, that will be beſt 

underſtood (and it is wonderful, that it 

| ſhould be miſunderſtood by any one) by 

= þ 2 recital of the Prayer itſelf. —< Your 

ro. Bll © Petitioners therefore PRAY, that they 


2) Charge, p. 4. 
D % may 
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LW 3 
te may be relieved from ſuch an impoſition 
cc upon their judgement; , and be re. 


© ſtored to their undoubted right, ax 


« Proteſtants, of interpreting Scripture for 
&« themſelves, without being $0und by any 
* human explications thereof, or required 
« to acknowledge by Sub/cription or De- 
&« claration the truſt of any formulary of 
te religious faith and doctrines whatſoever, 
*« befide Holy ſcripture itſelf.” 


This is the whole of the Petitioner's 
PRAYER to parliament. And what 


ground it affords for. ſtating the above- 


mentioned queſtion upon, or how it can 
be conſtrued into a wiſh to have o/! the 
different, and even oppoſite religions eſta- 
bliſhed, I am at a loſs to conceive. If 
government ſhould grant ſuch a Suit, 
would the grant, let me aſk, imply an 
equal encouragement of all religions?— 


(hb) A requirement to acknowledge certain article 
and confeſſions of faith and doctrine, drawn up by fallidle 
men, to be, all and every of them, agreeable to the 
Holy Scriptures. | 

| Juſt 


6 


13 1 
Juſt otherwiſe. It would utterly exclude 
all other religions, than ht which is al- 
ready eſtabliſhed in this nation, vir. the 
Chriſtian religion on the Proteſtant baſis. 
There would then be that anzform ap 
pearance of religion, or at leaſt of fncerity 
in teaching it, which is fo favourable to 
its general 'and eaſy reception. We ſhould 
then have the uniform appearance of a 


x Proteſtant church. We ſhould not then 
ſee its members contentious about the opi- 

nions of men, but uniformly ſtriving for 
| the faith of the go/pe/. We ſhould not 
5 hear them cry out (as many now do)—* I 
at « am of Calvin, I am of Luther, I of 
- „Arminius, and I of Socinus /'— but all 


uniformly profeſſing ſubjection and alle- 
glance to their on Lord and Maſter Jeſus 
Chriſt, and teaching his father's will uni- 
Formly according to the beſt of their own 
Judgement, unawed by the arrogant claims 
of any man, or body of men, to ſhare 
with Chriſt the dominion over their faith, 
ids BY In ſhort; we might then expect an uni- 
tide I — form appearance in the public miniſtration 
ow BY ads - 
uſt |= | 
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of God's word, at leaſt in delivering the 
capital and eſen772/ doctrines of our Holy 
religion. We might then expect the peo- 
ple would be told wniormly and unambi— 
guoufly —*«* That Chriſt came down from 
Heaven, That he died for the fins of 
« the world, That he has ſent his Holy 
e Spirit to aſſiſt us.” But God forbid it 
ſhould ever enter the head of the Magi- 
ſtrate, as it has that of your notable Arch- 
deacon, to tolerate, though not to gabliſ, 
any different and contrary religion, when 
the people may be told by their abel 
miniſters the above- mentioned truths, and 
hear from 7olerated preachers, perhaps juſt 
the contrary doctrines “ That Chriſt did 
«© igt come down from Heaven, That he 
« did 7:0f die for the Sins of the world, 
«© That he did zo ſend his Holy ſpirit to 


a aſſiſt us) {7} 
Yet 


(i) See Charge, p. 5.—Our author's Scheme of 2 
toleration of al religions under the prefent Eftabliſh- 
ment, is ſo viſionary, as well as pregnant with abſurdity, 
that it would be loſs of time to ſay any thing more to 


it. But the tolcration of 1 in this kingdom is not 
alto 
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Yet ſuch a foleration, he may think, is 
_ preferable to an actual eftabli/bment of dif- 


altogether ſo viſonary a ſcheme, and Dr. Balguy is 
not by far the only one who wiſhes it ſucceſs. The 
following paſſage, from Archdeacon Blackburne's truly 
excellent and ſeaſonable Conſiderations on the preſent 
State of Popery in GREAT BRITAIN, &c. will perhaps 
give theſe Catholic Spirits a juſter idea of the nature and 
tendency of ſuch a ſcheme. 


e As the Civil government of this country hath 
no points to ſettle with the Pope, on the ſubject of 
diſtin powers and priviledges, like that of the Regale 
in France, the active ebedience of Britiſh and 1rifh 
Roman catholics, who pledge no faith or allegiance to 
a Proteſtant government, muft be wholly engrofled by 
the Head of the Church, Hence it is obvious, that 
& the paſſive ſubmiffion of Papiſts to Proteſtant civil 


© eſtabliſhments under which they happen to live, 


« (which has been made an argument by their late 
© apologiſts for folerating Popery in Great Britain and 
« lreland, ) is not the effect of their religious principles, 
© but merely of the coercion of our Laws, The Pope, as 
«© Head of the church, is alone the LoRD and MasSTER 
© of every Britiſh and Iriſb Papiſt: And, by the fun- 
„ damental principles on which his authority is erected, 
© no ſuch papiſt muſt even be paſſively ſubmiſſive to a 
« Prince or Government declared by the ſaid Pope to be 
* heretical, without, his ſpecial Diſpenſation; And how 
<« ſuch diſpenſation muſt be qualified and limited, may be 
« eaſily conceived,” Conſiderations, &c. p. 18. | 
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ferent and oppoſite religions. — But can 
any man in his ſenſes, except Dr. Balguy 
Can any man in his right ſenſes ſo un- 
derſtand the nature of our Petition, as if 
it was an appeal to the Legiſlature for the 
fitneſs of employing and rewarding e- 
4c qually the miniſters of all religions! 
—Such a conſtruction of our deſign is 
really too abſurd to be accounted for from 
prejudice alone, at leaſt from any common 
degree of mere prejudice againſt us. Ex- 
aſperated and troubled in ſpirit at our 


ſuppoſed attempt upon the repo/e of the 


Church as your Archdeacon is, yet could 
you have believed, Gentlemen, if you had 
it not from himſelf, that even he, even 
in /uch a ſtate of mind, was capable of 
arguing thus — that to ſue for the full 
enjoyment of our right as proteſtants, in 
the interpretation of Scripture, is, in fat, 
to make it a queſtion, © Whether the 
« miniſters of ſuch [pagan and mahome- 
« tan] religions ought to be employet 
« and rewarded by a wiſe magiſtrate— 


t Whether Jupiter and Mahomet ou ght u 3 


« hays 
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« have public honours aſſigned them, even 
in a. Chriſtian country, on a principle 
% of common equity, and out of a tender 
* regard to the right of private judges 
« ment ?”— So however it is. Who- 
« ever among the petitioners,” ſays this 
moſt extraordinary of all the champions 
that have yet entered the field againſt us, 
« ſtops /hort of this, fairly gives up the 
« point in debate. If pagans and mnho- 
ie metans are to be kept out of the public 
“ miniſtry, the queſtion between us is 
« quite changed. We are no longer to 


* inquire, Whether honeſt men may be 


ce excluded from preferment on account of 
*« their opinions.” Why no. For that 
is not nou, nor ever was the ſubject of 
our inquiry. We enquire, Whether ho- 


neſt Chriftians are juſtly, equitably and 


expediently excluded from miniſtring in 


the Church, on account of their religious 


opinions acquired by an honeft and careful 
peruſal of holy ſcripture. 


(kt) P. 97 10. 
But, 


„ 


But, Gentlemen, you will not, I am 
ſure, expect from me a grave refutation 
of ſo wild a Charge againſt the Petition: 
And TI chuſe not to treat it otherwyſe, 
For wild as the Charge appears, it is „e- 
rrouſly brought; yea, and urged with ſo 
much gravity, that a humane reader could 
not laugh at the writer, out of pity to the 
man. Yet may we profit by it.—It may 
teach us to what unhappy lengths Pre- 
judice, when thrown off it's guard by 
paſſion, and no longer under the condu& 
of cool refinement, will carry a controver- 


ſialiſt. 


Struck, however, in an interval of re- 
flection, with the extravagance of his own 
repreſentation, he ſays—* I will ſuppoſe 
ce that our adverſaries, without departing 
« from their principles, can juſtify them- 
« ſelves in confining Eccleſiaſtical prefer- 


1c ments to the Church of Chriſt.” ///— 


(/) p. 10, 
Pre- 
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Preferments Aye, there's the rub that 
throws the unhappy man off his biaſs. 
But is it, may we believe, his concern for 
the Church of CuRIsT which has warped 
his mind ?—Is he really ſo much diſturbed 


with an idea of the danger which, on the 
plan of the Petitioners, threatens it from 


the admiſſion of Jews, Pagans and Ma- 
hometans to a ſhare of its preferments ; RE 


I cannot think he foreſaw any danger of 
damage to the Church from that quarter. 
It is but too evident his apprehenſions are 
neither for the Church of. CuRIsT, nor 
of any adverſaries of hat Church. His 
fear is for the National Church ; and he 
grudges the Church of Chri/? the pre- 
ferments of the Church of England. And 
yet your Archdeacon might be perfectly 
eaſy for the ſecure enjoyment of his ſhare, 
and might indulge his farther proſpects 
with ſufficient tranquility, if his anxiety 
would but ſuffer him to take an impartial 
view of the nature and object of the Peti- 
tion, in which 4s Church is not concerned. 
That may remain as it is for us. We 
E ſeek 


l 
1 
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ſeek not to deſpoil the National church 
of her dues; but that the Church of Curisr 
may recover her undoubted and far more 
valuable rights. 


And why ſhould they, and all ſuch x 
they, who with and endeayour to regain 
their juſt rights, as Chriſtian men, be 
thought unworthy to retain or to acquire 
the preferments of the National church? 
—The reafon affigned is,— Becauſe it 


«15 ſcarce poſſible to name, or to invent 


an opinion more abſurd in itſelf, or more 
«hurtful to Society, or more fatal to the 
« cauſe of Piety and Virtue, than many of 
« thofe which have actually been main- 
4 tained by men, who called themſelves 
* Chriſtians?” {m}—Well; what then! 
Are all thoſe who think, with the Peti- 
tioners, that Holy Scripture is a „cim 
| and the only certain rule of Chriſtian 
' faith and practice, improper objects of 
Ecclefiaſtical preferments ?—Be it ſo; and 


(#m).p+ 10. | 
„ for 


re 
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for the reaſon given, v/z. that, though 


they call themſelves Chriſtians, yet they 


may entertain wrong and dangerous opi- 


nions, opinions hurtful to Society, and 


fatal to the cauſe of Piety and Virtue. 
Then the queſtion is, Who are the pro- 
per objects ?- Shall thoſe only enjoy Ec- 
cleſiaſtical preferment, who, rejecting the 
authority, and denying the Sufficiency of 


Scripture, judge it neceſſary to regulate 


their faith and practice by human formu- 


laries of religion ? 


But then ; how will this provide againſt 
the danger of admitting wrong and hurt- 
ful opinions? For they, I ſhould think, 
are more liable to err, who take their 
religious opinions from Man, than they, 
who make the pure word of God the rule 
of their faith. And for the truth of this 
—that the traditions and commandments 
of men have greatly corrupted Chriſtia- 
nity, and introduced opinions moſt hurtful 


to Society, and moſt fatal to the cauſe of 


piety and virtue, -I may ſafely appeal to 
E 3 you, 


} 
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you, Gentlemen, and to every one but « 
Papiſt, and a defender of Popery. 


But we are not it ſeems, to extend our 


ſeverity in judging the church of Rome 
too far; and we are invited by your 


Archdeacon to direct our attention to other 
churches which bear the name of Chr:- 


tian, and which ſet forth, on ſome points, 


to the full as dangerous doctrine as that 
which SHE maintains on the ſame points. 


Here, however, we are again brought 
into a dilemma, out of which I know not 


how your Archdeacon, on his maxims, 


will be able to bring us. Antinomans, 
Pelagians, Sociniqns, Meoravians, Preſby- 
terians, Quakers, &c. for their dangerous 


opinions, he is at no loſs how to deal 


with. Theſe he 1s for ſerving like Pagans 
and Mahometans, by excluding them from 


' the miniſtry and preferments of the Church. 


But what muſt be done with thoſe, who 
are in the fame predicament with himſelf! 


—What muſt become of you, Gentlemen, 
and 
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and of all thoſe, who have actually ſub- 
ſcribed (and by that Subſcription hold 
their reſpective preferments) to opinions, 
ſome of which, he thinks, are at leaſt as 
dangerous as the contrary ones held by 
the Romiſh church. It would be ſtrange 
* indeed,” he ſays, if the Romiſh church 
« ſhould have contrived to monopolize all 


85 e Ha 2: > 
PRES ts, 


% manner of opinions, that can juſtly give 
3 > &« offence to the Magiſtrate, and to con- 
3 « fine miſchief of every kind within the 
c circle of its own communion. It ſeems, 


t : * on the contrary, that they who deny the 
t | F e neceſſity of good works, are at leaſt as 
, © 7 dangerous as they who maintain the 
= ce merit of them.” /n)—And yet, dange- 
- | 1 rous as ſuch men are, Dr. Balguy has 
8 I given it under his own hand oftener, I 
al | 5 preſume, than once, that he denies the 
n | 4 neceſſity of good works, and that there is 
m | 4 any merit in them. {o} 

h, BE Now, 
18088 


(0) © We are accounted righteous before God, 
If! {| only for the merit of our Lord and Saviour Jeſus 
en, I « Chriſt by faith, and not for our own works or de- 
8 e ſervings. Wherefore, that we are juſtified by faith 
&« only, 


ti 30 } 


Now, on what foot your Archdeacon 
can plead his title to be continued in the 
miniſtry, or to retain his preferments in 
that church from which he would have 
the Magiſtrate exclude men of ſuch dan- 
gerous principles, I know not: unleſs he 
will ſay, that he is not one of thoſe dan- 
gerous men, neither be/zeving, nor teaching 


the doctrine which he has ſubſcribed. And | 


would he really accept the compliment 


which has been paid to his good ſenſe at : 


the expence of his Vncerity? fp lt is 
but a very indifferent one, I think, and 
not worth his acceptance. Yet ſuch as it 
is, we cannot allow it to be due to bim, 
without derogating from the good ſenſe of 
the Magi/irate, who has judged differently, 
and eſtabliſhed this doctrine of Juſtification 
by faith only, © as a moſt wholeſome doc- 


* trine, and very full of comfort.” If, 


« only, is a moſt wholeſome doctrine, and very full 
« of comfort, as more largely is expreſſed in the 
% Homily of Juſtification.” Art, XI. Sce alſo Art. X. 
XII. XIII. | 


(?) By Dr. Prieſtli. 
| : fond 
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+ 
fond of the compliment, he will vjcad, 


that the Magiſtrate may with equal gn-o# 


ſenſe connive at the liberty taken with 
the doctrines he has eſtabliſhed, we will 
admit the Plea, on receiving from him an 
entire reſignation of the argument for 


the neceſſity of requiring ſubſcription to 


them. 


His next objection to an admiſſion into 
the miniſtry of the Church upon the plan 
of the Petition, is grounded on his appre- 
henſions for the ſafety of the State, and 
the ſecurity of Civil authority. —Senſeleſs 
affectation of political diſcernment! As if 
the welfare and ſecurity of any State is not 
leſs endangered by an eſtabliſhment of 


genuine Chriſtianity, than by one which 


admits precarious doctrines, and the tradi- 
tions of weak and fallible men. 


But in what are his apprehenſions 
founded? — In a Poſition, which indeed is 
too true; but which itſelf ſhews, that 

danger 
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danger to the State is to be apprehended 


dem that very quarter he hath under 


taken to defend. The Poſition is this 
— That many doctrines called religious 
ce tend directly to the ſubverſion of Civil 
*« authority.” (q/ 


The truth of this poſition he might 
have ſafely reſted on the principles and 
practices of the church of Rome alone, But 
he chuſes here alſo to confine himſelf to 
the reformed religion ; which religion, we 
are told, through the folly of ſome, and 
« the knavery of others, has too often 
proved fatal to the power of the State. 
—/{r} The Anabaptiſts in Germany are 
his inſtance— their follies, their crimes, 
their cruelties. But what drove them on 


theſe extremities ?—To account for theſe, 


muſt the principles of reformation be im- 
peached, as ſubverſive of the peace of 
Society and Civil authority? — they are 
indeed too often ſo impeached, malicioully, 


(9) p- 12. (r) p. 73. 


though 


nl 
though ar:fully enough, by Papiſts, but 


{urely very zdly and weakly, by Proteſtants. 


No The proceedings of the Anabaptiſts 
are not, I truſt, a ſufficient inſtance, nor 
any inſtance at all, of the juſtneſs of your 
Archdeacon's remark, IT hat the reform- 
« ed religion has often proved fatal to the 
% power of the State. For, were not 
many of theſe unhappy wretches driven 
to madneſs by religious perſecution? — 
And could juſt ſentimebts and wiſe max- 
ims, either in religion, or in politicks, 
be expected of men, who had been trained 
up in ignorance and error, and who were 


prepared and fitted, as it were, by the 


Romiſh ſyſtem of folly, ſuperſtition and 
cruelty, for the like iniquity in their turn, 
though, happily, for want of like power 
and like policy, unable to eſtabliſh it under 
a regular tyranny ? 2 


Or, if we are thought uncandid towards 
the Church of Rome in attributing ſo much 
to the ſpirit and principles, which they 
had imbibed during their communion with 


x Her; 


l 


Her, I ſhould be glad to know of your 
Archdeacon, Whether the criminality of 
their behaviour proceeded—rather, How 
it could proceed, from the principle we 
contend for, viz. the right of interpreting 
Scripture, every man for himſelf, accord- 
ing to the beſt of his judgement and con- 
ſcience. Whatever Dr. Balguy's opinion 


of Holy Scripture may be, I will venture 


to aſſert, that no man, who in conſulting 
it (be the abilities which God has given 
him ever ſo lender) // makes his own 
judgement and conſcience the rule of in- 
terpreting his duty, can be inſtigated by 
any religious doctrines drawn from hence, 
to ſubvert the authority of the Magi- 
ſtrate, and the foundations of Civil go- 


vernment. 


(s) He ſays, he denies the uſe of reaſon in religion 
to the bulk of mankind, © becauſe they cannot uſe 
ec jt,” But ſurely God has not left the bulk of man- 
kind without /ome degree of reaſon, in a matter which 
of all others concerns them moſt. And what he has 
given them, it is certain, not only that they can, but 
that they ought to uſe it, and therefore ſhould be left at 


liberty to uſe it, 
The 
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The truth is; It was a blind deference to 
human authority, in the matter of religion, 
and not their adherence to Scripture: It 
was 2 fond attachment to their weak, fal- 
lible, and deſigning or ambitious guides, 
and not the aſſertion of their priviledges, 
as Chriſtian men, which made them abſurd 
in their religious opinions: And it was 
the ſame ſpirit and temper which actuates 
the Church of Rome, even the love of pre- 
eminence and ſpiritual rule, and the wiſh 
(as conducive to that end) to proſelyte a/l 
men to their own way of thinking, and 
to have their own interpretations of Scrip- 
ture univerſally embraced ; in other words, 
(for they are the ſame thing) it was the 
love of that Uniformity in the Church 
which is ſo much recommended by Dr. 
Balguy, and other defenders of Romiſb po- 
licy This it was, this arrogant and do- 
mineering temper over their fellow-chri- 
ſtians who differed from them in opinion, 
which made them dangerous men in the 


date. If they had ated on the plan of the 


F 2 Petition, 
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Petition, and allowed to others the liberty 
of judgement they aſſerted to themſelves, 
their own notions might be fooliſh and 
abſurd— they might be hurtful to len- 
fetves : But they could not be dangerous 
to the State, nor in any meaſure formidable 


to a wiſe and equitable Government. 

His other inſtance of danger to the State 
from admitting the reformation-principle 
in its full extent, is the conduct of “ thoſe 
« Swarms of Sectaries which once over- 


« ſpread this unhappy kingdom, and which 


« appear even nw to have ſome remains 
ce of life and motion.” Let the con- 
duct of theſe Secarigs have been ever ſo 
unjuſtifiable, has Subſcription tended in the 
leaſt degree to leſſen tneſe Swarms ? Nay, 


(t) Ailuding, I ſuppoſe, to thoſe diſſenting miniſters, 
who are attempting to obtain a legal warrant for the 
liberty many of them are indulged with by a good and 
wiſe government, of exerciſing their public miniſtra- 
tions without ſubſcribing the Eſtabliſhed doctrines. But 
can any juſt and ſufficient reaſon be aſſigned for the 
ſame indulgence being denied to the miniſters of the 
Lfabliſhcd Church? ?. 


* 
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do not many Sectaries from the Church 


continue ſuch, and many perſons become 
gectaries owing entirely to this impolitic, 
as well as unſcriptural requiſition of Sub- 
ſcription to the Religious doctrines and 
commandments of men? And if, exclud- 
ed the Church in Swarms, they will pro- 
pagate their own dangerous tenets at the 
hazard of ſubverting Civil authority itſelf, 
how is Subſcription a remedy againſt this 


danger If the Magiſtrate cannot ſupport 


his authority, when invaded from this 
quarter, more effectually than by Subſcrip- 
tion, he muſt ſoon part with it. If he 
chuſe to attempt its ſupport only by un- 
warrantable impoſitions upon the judge- 
ment and conſciences of his ſubjects, he 
will dejerve to loſe it. But the Magiſtrate. 
in this free land knows a much more ef- 
fectual method than this of ſupporting his 


Civil authority againſt every invaſion of 


it, (happily for all fides) whether from the 
folly and madneſs of a SeFary, or from the 
ambition and inſolen ce of a Churchman. 


Neither 
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Neither of theſe inſtances, then, (and 


they are all he brings) is ſufficient to prove 


his poſition, — That, if the Legiſlature 


ſhould ſee fit to grant the petition, * the 


«* Magiftrate muſt ſupport ſuch religions as 
* are directly ſubverſive of his own autho- 


% rity,” Tu Indeed they are inſtances of the 
very reverſe. They prove the expediency, 


not to ſay the recef/ity of the Magiftrate's 


interpoſition in Favour of that Religious li- 
berty which is prayed for: ſeeing his au- 


thority will ever be moſt reſpected, and con- 


ſequently moſt ſecure from attempts to ſub- 
vert it, while it is unformly exerted in pro- 
tecting his ſubjects, as well in their religious, 
as in their civil rights. 


But here the Magiſtrate is admoniſhed 
of danger, and told that it highly concerns 
him to be upon his guard againſt all thoſe 


Proteſtants (under Whatever denomination) 


and to uſe all poſſible means of excluding 
them from every office of truſt, who main- 


(2 p. 5: 


tain 


tw 1 


tain the independence of the Church upon 


the ſtate, a principle,” he obſerves with 
an air of the moſt ſage caution, © which 


« has too often inſinuated itſelf into the 
c minds of proteſtants, as well as papiſts. 
{v) The caution to proteſtants is moſt pre- 
poſterous: The affected ſagacity of it quite 
ridiculous. It is at the papiſts, who main- 
tain the independence of the Chriſtian 
Church upon the ſtate, but the proteſtants; 
all conſiſtent proteſtants at leaſt. And it is 
their grand charge againſt the Church of 
Rome, that ihe has made it dependent upon 
the temporal powers, and ſo by degrees ſub- 
jected the authority of Jeſus Chriſt to that 
of the Pope. But, if the Writer mean by 
the Church, the national Church, I know 
of no proteftants in this kingdom, into 
whoſe minds this principle has farther inſi- 
nuated itſelf, or who more need the cau- 


tion, than thoſe, and ſuch as thoſe, who 
would vindicate the Church in her claim 


of a right to impoſe human articles of reli- 


( p. 14. 
gious 


gious faith upon the minds and conſcience 
of his Majeſty's proteſtant ſubjects. 


We are now arrived at the laſt effort of 
your Archdeacon, which I propoſed to con- 
fider, to prejudice the public againſt the 
Petition ; and it 1s made ſomewhat in the 
ſhape of an Argument for Subſcription, as 
here followeth — © All forms of religion 
«are not to be favoured equally by the Civil 
© magiſtrate — To what forms the prefe- 
* rence is due, he only is the proper judge — 
« He is equally a judge of the evidence, 
« by which the opinions of men are to be 
* known—But, as in many caſes theſe opi- 
te nions may not be immediately diſcoverable 
© from actions, it ſeems to follow, that they 
« ought to be openly declared in ſome pu- 
« blic and authorized form of words —The 
« Subſcription of men's names is, or ought 
« to be, the teſt of their doctrines.“ /w/ 


That we may do all poſſible juſtice to 
your Archdeacon in our examination of this 


(w) p. 15. ur- 
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1a J 2 
argument for Subſcription to human 2 
of religion, we will be as liberal in our co, 
ceſſions to him as he can deſire. — To re- 
turn to the firſt of his Poſitions. 


+. 1 A 
— —— — ů — 


« Ar forms of religion are not to be fa- | 
te voured EQUALLY bythe Civil Magiſtrate.” 
—We allow it; and that ſome ſhould be 
eſtabliſhed in preference to others. Then 
ſays he, T9 WHAT forms the preference i 
i due, HE ONLY 7s the proper judge.” — | 
For argument's ſake we will indulge him 
thus far alſo, and ſuppoſe that, though the 
Magiſtrate might be juſtified, and could by 
your adroit Archdeacon be defended in e- 
ftabliſhing Paganiſm, Tudaiſm, Mabometa- 
niſin, or any religion under heaven, yet, that 
he has eſtabliſhed in preference to any o- 
ther, the Chriſtian religion. What next? 
Well, this farther Poſtulatum — He is 
* EQUALLY @ judge of the evidence by which 
* the opinions of men are to be known.” — 
What ſay you to this, Gentlemen ? May we 
venture with ſafety any farther in our con- 
ceſſions? — Or ſhall we ſtop here! We 

G will 


. 


421] 


: 9 A 
4 * 


proceed; Nay, we will venture farther 


5 | un this, and grant him all he demands of W - 
| us, on this term, however, that if we like | * 
[| not the complexion of the argument in fle $ 1 

| ue, we ſhall be at liberty to recede. 1 


1 - 
Let the Civil magiſtrate, then, be al. f 
lowed © the only proper judge of the evidence Þ} I a 


« by which the opinions of men are to le te 
pl & þnown ;” and farther be it allowed, that | Z C 
i" « their opinions ought to be openly declared iii # 


& ſome public and authorized form of Words," a : Jy 
and finally, that « a Subſcription of their || 
« names thereto ought to be taken, as a tef 


| | « of their doctrines — There! We have now 185 
it granted all. And what follows ?—This fol. | 8 © 
if lows —That the Decrees of the Council of 4 Se 
| Trent MAY be that public form of Words 3 | : 
| to which the Magiſtrate is authorized to | F 7 
0 require Subſcription. i 5 
118 15 
i Whether this is not a juſt and regular ! < 
i deduction from your Archdeacon's premiſ- _ 
i ſes, I appeal to you, Gentlemen. Does the 2 
| | argu⸗ ing 
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argument, on hir foot, conclude more in fa- 
vour of an eſtabliſhment of our preſent ſy- 


' ſtem, than of the above-mentioned —more 


in favour of a prozeſtant, than of a popiſb for- 
mulary of religious faith? — If he ſhould 
ſay, that the 39 articles, being more rational, 
are therefore to be preferred, this would be 
to retract the power which he allows to the 
Civil Magiſtrate in this matter, and to make 
himſelf, not the Magiſtrate, the proper 
judge, to what forms the preference is due, 


The argument, therefore, you ſee, can- 
not conclude in favour of a requiſition to 


ſubſcribe the 39 Articles, or any other un- 


ſcriptural formulary of religion, without 


bringing us as dire#ly to Popery. That in- 


deed, you are 700 well aſſured, is an ob- 
jection againſt the argument of no great 
moment 7th your Archdeacon. With you, 
I truſt it is a very ſtrong objection. And, 
therefore, let us now try if we cannot ad- 


mit that authority which Dr. Balguy allows 
to Civil Magiſtrates, and apply it, in plead- 


ing the cauſe of the Petitioners, more con- 
G 2 ſiſtently 
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ſiſtently with the general principles of our 
preſent Religiouseſtabliſhment,and without 
ſuch a ſhameful revolt from proteſtantiſm. 


The Civil Magiſtrate being, we now 


grant, the only proper judge to what form of 
religion the preference is due, has preferred 
that of CBriſtianity. But, becauſe the pro- 
feſſion of Chriſtianity, as it is eſtabliſhed at 


Rome, appears to him unfit for his ſubjects, 


ſubverſive of their liberties, and dangerous 


to his own juſt authority, and he only being 
the judge of the evidence by which the o- 


Pinions of his ſubjects are to be known, He 
has therefore preferred Holy Scripture to 
every other form of Words, as the teſt of 
their religious doctrines, judging it alſo to 
be the Word of God. 


Having thus got the Civil Magiſtrate on 
the ſide of the Scripture, and the argument 
on its right and protęſtant footing, we can 
ſafely proceed with your Archdeacon to a 
concluſion in favour of Subſcription—a Sub- 


ſcription, however, on a much more equi- 
table 

2 

2 


TS 


table and creditable plan, than that on which 
he would vindicate it. Does he contend, 
that „as, in many caſes, the opinions of 
men may not be immediately diſcovera- 
« ble from actions, they ought to be openly 
« declared in ſome public and authorized 
« form of Words?” — Holy Scripture, we ſay, 
is that public and authorized form of Words. 
Does he farther contend, that “the Sub- 
4 ſcription of men's names is, or ought to 
« be, the teſt of their doctrines?“ Let 
this be the teſt. Let Sub/cription be re- 
quired to that public and authorized form 
of Words, which the Magiſtrate has pre- 
ferred for that purpoſe. Will he ſtill inſiſt 
upon the propriety and expediency of re- 
quiring Subſcription to ſome human form of 
words, rather than to the Holy Scriptures at 
large? — Let this alſo be done. We are 
not, (though we are often repreſented in 
that invidious light) either ſo averſe to all 
Subſcriptions, or ſo ſcrupulous about ſub- 
{cribing to any human formulary whatſoever, 
but we can indulge your Archdeacon, con- 
ſiſtently with our principles, in this point 
too. 


1 
too. Only let this be done in con/fence 


with the preference already made by the 


Magiſtrate. For a teſt of the religious o- 
pinions of his ſubjects, he has preferred 
Holy Scripture to any other form of words 


declarative of mens religious opinions. If, 


then, an human form of words can, in this 


caſe, be admitted as expedient to be ſub- 


ſcribed, it muſt be ſuch a form as refers to 
Holy Scripture, not to the determinations of 
men, ſuch a form as binds upon the Subſcri- 


ber the excluſive authority of Scripture, as 


a rule of his religious faith and doctrines. 
And thus we are come by juſt ſteps to a con- 
cluſion full in favour of our Suit to Parlia- 
ment, and equally conſiſtent with the rights 
of Civil Magiſtracy, with every claim, 
which, in the matter of religion can be 
juſtly laid to an authority over the ſubjects 
of this free prote/tant State. 


If, Gentlemen, in being the more partt- 
cular on this part of my ſubject, I have 
treſpaſſed on your patience, the peculiar 
propriety and importance of diſcufling this 

point 


C WO EIT PETS ES 


— 


point muſt be my apology. Becauſe the. 


( 49 1 


authority of rh Church, or Church- 

nors, to impoſe unſcriptural articles of ad 

as pleaded in the outſet of this debate by 
Dr. Rutherforth, being of ſome time given 
up, the argument for. ſuch an Impoſition. 
from the rights of Civil Magiſtracy is ſtill 
continued. And, though enough has been 
ſaid in a general way, to evince the weak- 
neſs of the argument on-that ground alſo, 
yet it was ſtill left to our opponents (but it 
was all that was left hem) to try to render 
our attempt ſuſpicious to the Civil Power, 
Indeed, our applying to the Legiſlature it- 
ſelf for its ſanction to our cauſe, as it ſeems 
to have offended certain churchmen of Ve 
antiquated caſt of thinking on theſe matters, 
might, one would think, have prevented all 
apprehenſions of a deſign on the other hand? 


It is to be hoped, however, that, the ar- 
gument for the removal of the Subſcription . 
in gueſtion appearing irrefragable in thoſe 
very principles of Legiſlation which obtain 
in this realm, prejudice itſelf, if, in ſome 


minds, 


[ 8] 


minds, it know not how to yield to reafon, 
will at leaſt be defeated of its aim in the 
conqueſts which truth and reaſon are ao 
daily making over minds more ingenuous 
and open to conviction. In the view of 
the arguinent we may hope to appear, in 
future, to have acted with peculiar propri- 
ety and conſiſtency, when we ſubmitted our 
cauſe to Parliament, and be conſidered in 
that application, not as diſſatisfied with the 
authority claimed by the Magiſtrate, but, 
| on the contrary, as fully ſatisfied therewith, 
and therefore ſuing to the Legiſlative body 
for an interpoſition of that authority to re- 
dreſs a religious grievance, which conti- 
nues not without a manifeſt inconſiſtence 
with His own eſtabliſhment, and derogation 
from Hit own judgment. 
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For, how can the impoſition of human 
articles of religion conſiſt with that free- 
dom of judgement and liberty of con- 
ſcience, which is the right of every man 
ſhall I ſay?— No. I will not put it nou 


on n that general foot How doth it confif 
with 


40 ] 


with the judrement of the Civil Magiſtrate 
already declared, and the actual eſtabliſh- 
ment of the Sufficiency and excluſive autho- 
rity of Holy Writ, as a rule of religious 
faith and practice to all his ſubjects. C 
How doth ſuch an impoſition upon the 
miniſters of the natiznal Church, comport 
with the Bond the Magiſtrate has laid them 


(x) It is expresſly declared in the articles them; 
ſelves, both that the Church ought not to decree any 
thing that is contrary to God's word written, and that 
beſides the ſame She ought not to enforce any thing 
if 'S to be believed for neceſſity of Salvation, Yet every 
a. human creed is undeniably be/iice, though it may not be 

contrary, in point of faith, to God's word written. 

Dr. Balguy, however, out of his wonderful acuteneſs, 
| would infinuate that what is be/*de Scripture is not en- 
| 4 | forced as @ term of ſalvation; nor even as a rule of 
faith ; but only as a term of admiſſion into the miniflry, 
ET | and as prudential means of Uniformity, But has he 
, 2 | forgot the contents of the VIIth Article, which declares 


- that the three Creeds, there mentioned, ought thoroughly 
5 to be believed, as well as received? — And has he not 
1 ſaid or sud Athanaſius's creed oft enough by this time 


to know, that he maketh profeſſion of believing it on peril 
of his Salvation? | 


ſt 
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under, at their admiſſion to the office of a 
Prieſt by requiring them to promiſe and 
engage, in the moit awful words, and in 
the moſt ſolemu manner, even at the altar, 
and in the preſence of the Biſhop “ That 
they will inſtruct the people committed 
« to their charge oz of the Holy Scrip- 
<« tures, and teach nothing (as required of 
& neceſſity to eternal ſalvation) but that 
« which hey ſhall be perſuaded may be 
« concluded and proved by the Scripture,” 
And further they promiſe, (which ſup- 
poſeth them bound to enquire all their life 


afterwards for themſelves } © That they will 


« be diligent in reading of the Holy Scrip- 
« tures, and in fuch ſiudies as help to the 
40 knowledge of the ſaine, laying aſide the 
« ſtudy of the world and the fleſh.” % 
The inconfiſtence of the requiſition in 
debate with theſe obligations, is too glaring 


to be denied. 


It may be haped, therefore, that in at- 


( See the office for Ordaining Prieſts, 
tempting 


"7s 


1 

tempting to obtain a repeal of ſuch laws 
only as claſh with thoſe which perfectly 
accord with the main and eſſential parts of 
Our conſtitution in Church and State, we 
ſhall be conſidered by our brethren who 
wiſh well to the cauſe of reformation, but 
differ from us with reſpe& to the mode of 
advancing it, in a more favourable light, 
then they have hitherto, whether from the 
repreſentation of our opponents, or from a 
partial view of the argument, been diſpoſed 
to conſider us, and our deſign. 2 


(z) God quiet the conſciences of thoſe men, who 
are ſeeking relief to them in an application to the Fathers 
of the Church! So far my hearty prayers attend upon 
their endeavours. At the ſame time I am perſuaded 
they will be convinced, before any effectual relief is 
obtained, of the impropriety of importuning their Lord- 
ſhip's to come forwards in a matter they have ſo long 
declined to ftir in, and, in my apprehenſion, with great 
judgement and propriety declined, till the Legiſlature 
ſee fit to take off the obligation of ſubſcribing the forms 
of faith, which are confeſſed to need an alteration, Hoc 
prius tentandum. 
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In Wet?! we mall "Wi to be conſidered 
by all 'our Countrymen, who underſtand 
and value the religious freedom which 
the Conſtitution we live under doth, in its 
original principles, enſure to us, not as ad- 
verſaries either of the Church or State, but 
as thoſe who with and would conſult for 
the honour, ſtabiliment, and proſperity of 
both. 


And now, Gentiemen, in the iſſue of 
this argument for the removal of Subſcrip- 
tion, conducted on your Archdeacon's own 
poſitions, reſpecting the right of choice 
and judgement in the Civil magiſtrate, 
does there not lie a plain and juſt deter- 
mination in the Negative of a Queſtion 
ſome time ago propoſed, /aa} as more 


(aa) In a free and candid Diſquiſition on Religious 
eftabliſhments in general, and the Church of England 
in particular, occaſioned by Mr. Foſter's Viſitation Ser. 


mon, &c. p. 67. 
| im- 


En | 
immediately intereſting to the Eftabliſhed 


clergy — Whether Subſcription to the 
29 Articles of the Church of England be 


conflitutional? required of them ? — And 


may we not hope that, under the con- 


viction that it is not even a conſtitutional 


requiſition, you will be ingenuous in pub- 


| - licly aſſerting your priviledges, as mem- 
bers of the Engliſo Church itſelf; and no 


longer be diſcouraged from joining us in 


our determination to continue our Suit 
for redreſs of the Grievance in the ſame 


_ conſtitutional way and reſpectful manner 


D 
in which it commenced. 


But, Gentlemen, though we can only 
hope for, and may be diſappointed of your 
countenance and ſupport in is way, we 
will not doubt of your good vibe to our 
cauſe, and that, while we wait the. iſſue 
with a perſevering confidence in the wiſ- 
dom and juſtice of a Britiſh, Proteſtant. 
Legiſlature, you will concur with us in 


i... making our Suit to Him, in whoſe rule 


and 


ter, they may conſult the advancement of big 
Glory, the good of us Church, and the ſa afety, 


TY 


and governance are the hearts of all men 
= That he would ſo diſpoſe and govery 


the hearts of our Rulers, that, in this mat 


en, and welfare of the State. 


| - 5 
| Rey. Gentlemen, 

Your moſt Reſpedtfl, 'þ 

And moſt affectionate p rother 1 in Chriſt 


Bösen, B. DAWSON 
Jan. 30, 1773. 


